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Ehe Case of the Hon. Mr. McFadden V

s. the Hon. Mr. Williams

ARRISBURG, Fenun., May 24.
—In the history of feuds,
public and private, the one
petween  the Hon. John Skelton
Williams and the Hon. I'AJ‘J.\IE T. Mec-
Fadden takes & preeminent plgce.
Mr. Williams happens to be Con-
ller of the Currency of the United
States. My, MeFadden is president
of the First National Bank (}f Can-
ton, Penti., representative in  the
fower lhiouse Cnngress fr:Tm the
14th Dictrict « f qreylvania 'zmd
s member of the douse Committee
on Banking and r'us‘.rplnc_\: .
perennial  fight in
the ]‘r:sttl‘u'r Court of the United
States int this city this week. It
has been on the floor of Congress,
and will be brought there again.
The First National Bank of Canton
in its bill of complaint—for it is the
pank, and not Mr. McFadden, whi.ch
sppecrs, formally in -:om:t as plain-
fiff—charges that Mr. “ﬂlmms_hns
psed public officials under his diree-
ton to help him crush his foe. ]‘n
fact, the purpose of the prosent‘ s.r.m.
5 to get a permanent restraining
order to prevent
performing alleg
aid to be ruinous
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acts which are
to the bhank.

whom the case was argued, has con-

Mey 1.

Dispute Has Persisted
For Three Years

It seems ton parly to tell the full
tale of the struggle. It began more
than three vears ago, and who can
siv that it is spproaching an end?
Although the time for uitimate judg-
ment hEas yel an im-
portant contribut r_ec.m'd
hag just become avail 1t is the
bill of complaint, a document of
pages, which, though ex parte in ori-
gin, containg a wealth of documen-
il detail about

a8

come.,

{a the

not

ile.
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tary evidence and vi
the famous dispute.

After enumerating countless inci-
dents whi the plaintiff believes
how Mr. Williams®

2’5 hostility to the
bank and its p

resident,

e hill pre-

analy

the bill, in for-
“has continued
~‘three vears, and

ssive and sinister

the months
and
that
3 e next
 will, in-the
duties,
matters, to
led the at-
Representa-
» the office of
£t rrency, and
grppse and intention
tinue to use

1519
silaly

Whio!

2 (Ci

for the purpose
t the destruction of
) that his useful-
s a member of
ne to an end before
press these matters fur-
ther upon the attention of the House
of Representativae, and it is the in-

nesa and presti:
Cotigress max
be is abile tq

uties of his office,
% continue 1o e public confideri-
tial information acquired by the use of
e great inquisitorial powers of his
ofice, for the purpose of distracting
Pablic attention from himself and in
order to make it appear that said
MeFadden i= attacking him for mo-
Bives other than his public duty as
Y member of Congress.

That i

the pursuit of his
tnlawfy ! mproper  and  mali-
Gous puciose, the defendant is

Uiterly indifferent as to the fate of
the complainant, its depositors and
Bockholders and 1= willing that they
®euld lose all, provided only that
Iae destruction of said MeFadden is
&ccomplished, and that
mniainant receives the protection
of thin court there is great and im-
mifler‘.? danger that the defendant
Wil continue, by the abuse of the

eredit o

irreparable loss,

‘naerta Controller
Bas Violated Law

. ‘The complainant further avers

hut the aforesaid aetions of the
'Mmdunt,

finntey in
Pt and
B “mplainant and s officers In ex-
of the powers conferred upon

™ by law and in violation of the

®Ipress
_“the United States and in threat-
ting to ammcss penaltica  acainwt
compliinant in the event of

-- plience with his ynlawful
and in disclosing to the

demanding special re-

and the personsl encmics

= Controller from |

Judge Charles B. Witmer, before |

tinued the temporary injunction of |

of His office |

unless the |

Pomers of his office, to injure the
nd yeputation of the com-

Dfaimr'., and will cause to the com-
Painant, ita depositors and its
Wockbolders '

his agents and subor- |

infarmation from the |

?Prohlhitimu of the atatutes

competitors of the com-|

of its officers confidentinl and af—l
ficial information with respect to
the private business and affairs of |
the c¢omplainant, and in disclosing
private, confidential and official in-
formation with respect to the busi- |
ness.and affairs of the complainant
to other banks and bankers and
members of Congress and repre- |
sentatives of the press and the pub- |
lic generally, and in inciting litiga- |
tion against the complainant and its
officers, and in publishing and dis-
seminating to the depositors and |
stockholders and to the public ren-
erally information with respect to |
the affairs of and business of the
complainant, and to cause paniu?
among its depositors and the with- |
drawal of funds on deposit with 1"'(,2
and in attempting to compel com- |
plainant and its officers to be wit-|
nesses against themselves in any
proceedings intended to be insti-
tuted against them for any alleged |
offence, penalty or forfeiture, are
in ‘gross and flagrant viclation
the complainant's property
and of the rights vested
the Constitution and laws
United States, in that the =aid
tions by the defendant and his
agents and subordinates subject the
complainant to the deprivation of
1ts property without due process of
law, compel the complainant and its
officers to be witnesses apainst
themselves, and subject the com-
plainant to unreasonahle search and
seizure, contrary to the Fourth and
Fifth amendments of the Constitu-
tion of the Tnited Stotes, and sub-
ert the complainant and its offi-
cers to visitorial and inquisitorial
powers in violation of the sper
provisions of the laws of the Unite:
States:. and the esmplainant has no
remedy or redress and 1s unable 10
nrevent the continuation of the said
unlawful acts except through the
mtervention ef this court.
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What Injunction
is Designed to Do

“Wherefore, complainant pravs
that the deferidant may answer the

nromises aceording to law, answer
eath bBeing hereby
and that he, his agents and subor-
] es and each of them, includ
ing all national bank examiners,
may, by writ of injunction, to he
issued out of and under the il
of this honorable court, be anjained
us follows:

urder waivied,

b

g

i From: calling mnd eontinuing
tae call for, er-attemp

hie call for, the alleged apee

pores mentioned in the def t

Aprik 15,1819 Aprill §F

April 25, 19189, and in tha

Bank Examiners Hoberts

r, dated April 15, 1914,

and from assessing or

fattemptinge to assesz np

against the aom-

faflvre to fle sueh sl
TETarLs

Fromy eailing for any special

D oFr reporis from the compl

idr the private and perannnl
St

Tiir-

the defendant

oT for the de-
or for the purposs of

or persecuting the compl
tha i
complaint, or for the purpose of oh-
taining inftormation for public «
tribution wi
pairine de
and eredit of ¢
president for alleged offences, or for
the purpose of Jnstunting
tions against compl
ent for al

Bl

mianner allesad the

e

1A view toinjuring, an-

or st

ng the' reputation

e complainant or its
prosecy-
ant/or its said
lered offenses or for

P

pres

the enllection

ILIES pUTRUANT
tih the defendant's plan and porpose
te destroy the renutation, credic and
business of said Louia T. MeFa

nnd the c¢omplainant as allogs

complaint Herein, and from ealling
for or attempting to enforce his eall
fer any other specinl report or re-
ports from the complsinant when the
same are rot bona fide within the
mieaning and purposes of Seotions
8231 and 5212 of the Reviged Stat-
utes of the Tnited States;, and
rezaonably necessary to a full and
cemplete koowledge of the com-

plainant’s condition and expressly
nuthorized by sald sections, and from
CXOTCISING any visitorial or inguisi-
torial power over complainant or its
nfficers, except as exprossly suthor-
ized by law,

"2, From disclosing to the afficers,

dircetors, agents or employed ‘of
Farmers' National Bank, of Canton,
Penn., any information with respect

to the private business and affairs
of the complainant or ita officers.

"4, From the nprivate
businesa and affairs of the complain-
ant or ita oficers banks, bank-
ers, members of Conpresa, repreden-
tatives of the puhlic press or tao the
public genernlly, for the purpose of
injuring the complamnant or its lof-
ficers and of impalring or destroy-
fng its or their eredit and reputa- |
tion or for any other purpose ex-
cept puravant to law;

“5, From disclosing th the atock- |
holders, depositors or creditors of
the complainant, and te the moem- |
bern of the community in which the |
complainant is eatablished, informa- ‘
tion with respect to the affalrs and
buniness of the complainant or its
officers intended caleuinted 1o
create alarm apprehension with |
reapect to thi eredit and snlvenry of |
the complainant of of-

disclosing

T

and

oar

nr awny itn |
ficers intended or ealeu!nted to enusa |
the withdrawala of deponits from the |
compluinant by fta depositors; |

“6. From lneiting or attempting to
Induce any persan or permons what-
woever Lo prosert snd press claima

Buminet complainant or wny of |ta

l'assets ‘of the

officers and from inciting litigation
again or them;

b i
LAt

#7. From demanding, or attempt-
ing to enforce, the compulsory pro-
duction or exposure of the private
books or papers or affairs of the
camplainant or its officera for the
purpose of attempting to subject it
or them ¥ penalties or forfeit-
ures or eriminal prosecutions or of
compelling to
& t

"8 From using the powers of the
office 'of Controller of the Currency
over the complainant or its officers
for the

to an

them be witnesses

gainst themselves;

privite and personal pur-
poscs of the defendant, without ref-
eranee to thie proper duties and fune-
tinns of the suid office, and in par-
tioular for the purpose of impair-
ing or destroving the eredit and

reputation of ‘said Louls T. McoFad-
den and the eomplainant, and its and
his property and business in the man-
ner set forth in the complaint;

vice from merchants,

atterneys and

others, The said feeling of zlarm.
| apprehension and doubt was inten-

taified by the
given out by

newspaper publication
the defendant in con-

' nection with the letter of Mareh 14|

1619 (Exhihit ),
| wwidely  eirgulated in press
| throughout the entire community,
as well as by the act of the defend-
ant in continuing to circulate from
| time to time throughout the manth
| of Mareh, to stockholders, deposi-
tors and mneighboring banks, the
said letter dated March 1, 1910,
Run on Bank
Followed Alarm

“As a result there began what
| was in substance and effect & run on
| the complainant, and the depositors
Ibegan to withiraw their deposita for
| no reason whataoevery except their

which had been
Theo

any ewll for-ane special

from the

¢ officers s

to
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sprivilogad com-

tha

compiain-
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Public Official

Country Bank
Alr.

places him

brinzine. of Williams,
in control
banks of the
in ¢ourt by the First
of ;
vcombat between David
Canton is a small in-
dustrial city ‘of 2,200 mnopulation,
surrounded by a farming commu-

iTonal

Bank
stigrests the
and Goliath,

Canton almost

nity. 3 15 the custom in places of
stich eompactness, the inhabitants
mingle freely togethsr and news

spreads with great rapidity.
In calling attention to these con-
ditions the Lill of complaint says:

“The extraordinary protracted

I\'Ezi: of the bank examiners, their

unusual activities at the complain-
ant bank, their constant associdtion
and confersnces with the competi-
tors
well known in the community to be
inimicable to complainant and its

of

president, and their disclosures of |

the contidential business of the bank
to them and to others, the questions
raised by them with respect to the
bank and their en-
r up litigation in the
manner aforesaid, and their appar-
ent malice and hostility made ovi-
dent by them on all possible ocea-
sionsg, noised throughout
the town of Canton and the aur-
rounding community, and these mat-

desvors to sti

hecame

| ters became the subject of comment

and disgussion among the residents
thereof during the time that the
grid examination was heing con-
ducted, and the entire community
beeame alarmed and the depositors
of the complainant became intensely
apprehensive with respect to the
safety of their deposits,

‘1t became prominently rumored
and reported among members of the
community that the complainant
wag in somoe serious difficulty and
that drastic action by the Controller

Hon. Louis

the ecomplainant, who ara|

r . o |
tended to continue to foster and in- |
{eite the alarm and apprehension s

{ready existing in the community

i

S

and, if possible, by this mezns to
ruin the complainant, and being un-
able to aseertain from the said ex-
laminers, although inguiry was re-
peatedly made, when they would
finish their examination and leave |
Canton, the complamant's president
was obliged, on April 7, 1919, to call
upon counsel, €. La Rue Munson, of
Williamsport, Pénn., for legal advice t
and assistance.

“On that date Mr. Munson, ac-
companied by said McFadden, inter-
Iwviewed the s=aid bank examiners,
Roberts and Stauffer, and Mr. Mun- |
| Boninquired of the sald bank exam-
iners as to the transactions which
said McFadden had had, or in which |
he was interested, to which they ob- |
jected. Baid McFadden then stated |

14
| fully aware of the dangerous and

i to

en days, and althouch they were
nienacing condition resulting from
their presence and activities in Can-
ton,

“Although on April 7, 1919, said
bank éxaminers had been unable to
call the attention of said McFadden
and his pounsel to any irrecular or
objectionable transaction, although
requested so to do under the most

| pressing circumstances, thev: never-

theless, on April 11, 1919, broadly
charged the complainant and said
MeFadden with irregular and unlaw-
ful acts and with resort to evasive
methods and subterfuges in order
conceal the veal character of
transactions making eclaims with
respect to conditions and facts as
to which they could not possibly

T. McFadden.

alarm and apprehension aroused in
the manner hereinhefore mentioned.
Beginning immediately after
by the defendant of his
letter of Mavch 1, 1918, and up to
the time of the departure of the
suid bank examiners from Canton
on the Tth day of April, 1919, there
was withdrawn

the

publication

depositors from
the sum of about
and 120 depositors elozed

i said

wWere

i
the coniplainant
£100,000,
their
Most
drawn
mediate

tion of the comnl

accounts

sa i

period,

with-
ne of and im-
g

mumnt,

deno

of

Tne
During all
of this time complainant was abso-
Tutely and in thoroughly
spund financial condition. and there

WHS 710 POSsgLE

solvent

t¥ of loss to any de-
positor or ereditor and no real rea-
son whatseever for alarm or appre-
us was fos-
I, malicious and
condict of the defend-
said bank examiners.

heunsion, excant
tered by the w
destructive

ant and the

sl

“Tharing the said time the said
John AL Innes; | tdent of the rival
bank-—the Furmers' National Bank
—uwns spreading information te the
effect that large numbers of per-
sans were drawmg their deposits
out of the complainant bank and
depositing same in the Farmers
National Bank of Canton, which re-
ports added to the fears and appre-

hensions of members of the com-|

ady incited by the ae-
tivities: of the defendant and the

said bank examincrs.

| munity, alre

“The activities. of the defendant
and the said bank examiners were
directly calculated and intended to
cause a panic among the depositors
and custonmiers of the complainant
and their wilful and deliberate ef-
fort to ‘promote and foster such
panic suceceeded to the extent heres
inbefore mentioned, and, had it noet
been for the fact that the complain-
ant enjoys the highest reputation
throughout the community for hon-
or, soundness and integrity, and had
the members of the gaid community
not had implicit confidence in the
management of the complainant
bank, and had the complainant not
| been in sound and strong financial
eondition, it would have been un-
able to withstand the consequence
of the acts of the defendant and
his ngenta.

\Mr. McFadden and
{The Bank Examiners
“The situation becama so acuto

examina- |

Hon. john Skelton Williams

to the said bank examiners that if
they would inform
i the bank which t

v panper
v oreparded ns
abjectionable he would remove it,
and that he desired to remove it
Said  bank examiners refused
state n single transaction or a single
paper to/which they had ohjection,
claiming that they had not com-
pleted their examination, although

10

that time they had bYeen con-
tinuously engaged in an exam
tion for about ten days

at

&=

“3r. Munson and
stated tol saifl exan the
reason why comp =

mediately  {o
which were the s
that the
hanlt were been
that it was neces
bank and

tect any matters
ieet of eriticism,
Irawals the

ious. and

was W

ar

jured the bank, that ther hy
depositors to

they had

raused
GGG tl

triby

it

LET

dis

there as counsal tp ask
they objeected to, st
must have this information if 1
had done their duty, and that he/de-
sired! to Enow what pag
jeeted ta, to which s
fused to reply.
Charge Rivel With
Soliciting Depositors

“Poth Mz, Munson and said Me-
Fadden stated to sail Hoberts that
on the previous Saturday, the presi-
dent of the Farmers National Bank
had stoed the entive day in front of
the complainant hank spliciting de-
positors; that his attitude and mo-
tives were well known; that
Roberts and his associates had met
with Innes in their at the
Hotel Packavrd and diseussed the
az=setz of the complainant bank, Said
Roberts did not deny any of theze

what pape

bing thit

v they ob-

aid Roberis re-

ga1l

s elalnhihl

charges and refused to pgive any
explanation of the connection be-
tween himand John A. Innes, Mg

Munson and said Meladden pressed
| said Roberts again and again for
| a statement of the paper at the bank |
to which they objected, stating that
| conditions were becoming most seri-
ous on account of the activities aof
! the examiners, and that they desired
|to protect the interest of tho de-
| positors and stockholders of the
bank and to provide any amount of
cash necessary to moot the demands
of depositors, and said Roberts and
the said Stauffer absolutely refused

of the Currency was imminent, and | and the danger to the complainant | to give any information whatsoever,

of deposits was the subject of com-
man discussion, wwith respect to

|the advisability of the withdrawal so imminent as a result of the con- | claiming that they had not yet com- |
]

tinuous activities of tho sald bank pleted thelr report and had not yet
!emmin,,g_ and it became so evident | dotermined what they would object | Paper had been pald and that there-
which many deposftors sought ad-'that the sald bank examers fn-'to, although the examination had fora thelr Ingitry could have no

have had any personal
wi

Inowledge
It was the duty of the
said bank examiners themselves to
spectfy what paper and what trans-
actions, if any, were found to be
objectionable: Ewven in the said
lIetter of April 11, 1819, thev did
not point out a single ohjectionable
transaction on paper. On the can-
trary they called vpon said McFad-

h, without legal right or author-
ity, to take up and pay notes which
wire to be specified and deseribed
by him and not by them, entirsly
without reference to the character
of the paper; the collateral by which
was secured or the financial ye-
of other persons or
primarily or secon-
» liable therefor, the mere fact
hisz direct or indirect,
proxim or remote, heing deemed
to be a sufficient roason for reaguir-
ing the immediate payment of said
()l:l'.

atsoever.

iy

sponsibility
gorporations

of mterest,

ok
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EACIONS.

Complamant alleges and charges
that the real redson for the de-
mand contained in said letter was

ause: it and its president finan-
embparvasamient through the ne-
cessity of “ngo up such paper,
The pretex: 1 which the demand

was based was that said McFadden
hid yolunteered to take up such
per, although, as it was well

cnown and thoroughly understood,
dld

e not volunteéer to take up
bepause of the least
= value, but solely for
of relieving the bank

5 of the defendant
his 5, however arbitrary,
in arder the bank might be
freed from the dangerous situation
which had been brought about by
the activities of the defendant and
s agents, the said bank examiners,
Said letter, like many letters there-
tofore written, constituted a part of
the seheme of the defendant to
build up a record which he might
subsequently rely upon and use
against complainant and its presi-
dent, whether reply was miade there-
to or not.

: pUrpos
the crit
d

o

tha
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"Upon receipt of this letter coun-
sel of the complainant stated on its
behalf that the list of paper called
for would be gladly furnished. As
a matter of fuct, substantially all
of the said paper had already been
taken up and paid and said paper

had been paid prior to the time |

when the bank examiners left Can-
ton, 8o that they wers weil aware
of that faet when said letter of
April 11, 1919, was written, Com-
plainant's counsel stated to the said
examiners the fact that the sald

condition of the bank.
“The said Roberts, nevertheless,
| insisted that said information should
be furnished, and it was agreed that

'the said information should be de-

livered during the following week.
Complainant’s counsel thereupon
asked the said Roberts to specify
the unsatisfactory conditions re-
ferred to in said letter and to name
the irregular and unlawful acts
Iwhich it was therein claimed had
| been committed by the complainant
rand by said McFadden, stating that

in view of the fact that an answer |

was called for, it was only fair that
these general charges should be
 made specific in order that it might
| be possible to make reply thereto.
| “The said Roberts, who was
throughout the spokesman for the
|said examiners, absolutely refused

| to make any specification whnt:m-i
ever or to state any item subject

to eriticism or to specify any unlaw-

ful or improper or irregular act |

committed by the complainant or
by said McFadden.

|McFadden Submitted
List of All Paper
' “Thereupon the said Roberts sub-

mitted to said McFadden a list of

all the paper held by the complain-
ant bank on March 27 containing
the name of the maker and indorser
of each paper, a statement of the
amount thereof and the collateral
securing the same and stated that
he desired said MeFadden to go
through this list in the presence of
the examiners and to state what he
knew with respect to the financial
condition of the makers and the
indorsers and the character of the
collateral or other security. This
(he agreed to do and, for a period of
about six hours of continuous ex-
amination, he made a full, frank
and detailed statement with respect
to each and every note held by the

complainant bank on March 27 con- |

tained in the said list furnished by
said bank examiners.

“'As he proceeded with said state-
ment said bank examiners checked
the statements made by him with in-
formation which they had before
them with respect to each and every
of said obligations, and made notes
of the statements made by him and
compared the information which he
gave to them with information whieh
they aiready had, having before
them sheets bound together, each of
which contained the facts with re-
spect to each note or loan. It was
clear from the full and complete list
which said examiners handed to him,

as well as from their questions and |

the records before them, that they
had gathered together the most
minute, detailed and complete in-
formation with respect to each and
every loan of the complainant, all
of which must have been in their

possession on April 7, 1919, at which |

time they have stated that their in-
vestigation was not completed, and
upon that ground refused to give the
information which was
gquested.

How the Treasury
Officials Worked

“The real purpose and motive of

|eF s . = |
the said examination, as shown by |

the character of the questions pro-
pounded and the matters inquired
into, was not to obtain information
with respect to the condition of the
bank, but to obtain evidence of im-
proper or unlawful conduct on the
part of the complainant and the
said McFadden and of trapping him
into admissions on the basis of which
the charpes made by the defendant
against him might be supported and
new charges made and prosecuted.
The said examiners asked practically
0 guestions with respect to the
{ransactions of the complainant ex-
| cept those transactions in which said
McFadden was interested directly or
indirectly or with which they sus-
pected that he was identified. When-
ever such a transaction was reached
upen the list which he had before
liimi the said Roberts interrupted his
| statement to question him minutely
| with respect to the history of the
| transaction, the character and ex-
Itent of his interest, if any, the
|character and financial responsi-
| bility of other parties interested
| therein, and the character and value
of the collaterals or other securities,
and the trend of his questions was
guch as to indicate clearly that they
were directed to the establishment
of some violation of law. The man-
ner of the said Roberts during said
examination was hostile and insult-
ing, and his questions indicated the
utmost suspicion and constantly in-
sinuated wrongdoing.
“The said Roberts examined with
minute particularity into the history

of the Minnequa Furniture Com-
| pany and its reorganization into

Armenia Furniture Company men-
tioned in the afiidavit of Louis T.

" having

then re-!

McFadden, and in this connection |
examined from a typewritten memo- |
randum containing several pages of the begi
| previously prepared questions, show-
| ing a premeditated plan with re-

fpect to his inquiry into this sub- |

Ject, and in thia inquiry the ques-
| tions asked by him related to trans-
| aotions aa far back as the year 1018,

’ r -
then proceeded for a period of about relation whatever to the present with the present condition of the

bank, and all of these questions were

asked with the full knowledge on the
|part of the said Roberts that there
was no paper of the said Minnequa
Furniture Company in the complain-
|ant bank at the time of the inquiry,
. 80 that the entire subject was wholly
irrelevant to the purposes of a
proper bank examination. In the
same way said Roberts examined
said McFadden minutely with re-
epect to other transactions which
|'had been closed, with the plain pur-
pose of establishing some irregular-
ity, impropriety or unlawful act on
his part in connection therewith.”

:Origin of the
Dispute Described

The genesis of the row between
Mr. McFadden and Mr. Williams, as
| it appears to the complainant, is de-
scribed in detail in the bill. “The
defendant,” according to the com-
pleint, “has for a period of more
than two years so used and abused
and exceeded the powers conferred
upon him by law as to irreparably
injure and in part to destroy com-
plainant’s proper and lawful busi-
ness, and it is his purpese and in-
tention wilfully and maliclously to
continue to infliet irreparable injury
upon if, contrary to law and in vio-
lation of his official duties and pow-
ers and obligations, and by compell-
ing it to submit to hiz uncontrolled
arbitrary and unlawful demands and
actions and, by the publication of
false and malicious statements with
respect to it and its officers, to wvio-
late its rights and to impair and de-
| stroy its business credit and reputa-
| tion and to bring about its destrue-
tion as a National Banking Associ-
ation.

“That, beginning in the year 1914,
| the defendant, without just reason
or cause, has conceived an everin.
|creasing personal enmity, hatred
and malice against Louis T. MeFad-
den, the president of the complain-
ant, which as time has gone on has
increased in intensity and finally
ripened inte a determination on the
part of the defendant to bring about
the financial and political ruin of
the said McFadden for his own zel-
fish and personal PUrposes.

McFadden Started
In Bank as Clerk

“Louis T. McFadden is a citizen
of Pennsylvania and lias heen in the
complainani's employ as cloerk, as-
| sistant cashier, cashier and pres
dent since 15804, In the spring of
1914 said MeFadden, bheing
president of the Pennsvivania Bank
ers’ Association, made a puhlic ad-
dress at a convention of said AZ50-
ciation, in the course of which he
advocated and recommended the
abolition of the office of Controlier
of the Currency, contending that,
by reason of the recent enactment
of the Federal Reserve act said of-
fice had become useless and un-
necessary. Said address attracted
considerable public notice and was
quoted and commented upon in the
financial journals and the publie
press of the United States, sinee
which time the reform advocated by
said McFadden has been the sub-
ject of discussion &t meetings of
banking associations and among the
| bankers of the United States and
among the members of the Congress
of the United States, and said Me-
| Fadden has continued and is pab-
licly known to be & leading advo-
cate of the said reform.

“In the fall of 1914 =aid McFad-
den was elected to be a member of
the House of Representatives of the
United States from the Fourteenth
Congressional District of Pennsyl-
vania and entered the Congress on
iMsrch 4, 1915, since which date he
i has continuously been a member of
| the House, representing said dis-
{trict, and & member of the Com-
| mittee on Banking and Currency
| of the House, of which committee
he is now the second member in
| seniority. In the course of his pub-
lic duties a8 a2 member of Con-
| gress and as a member of said Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency
said McFadden has on many occas-
| ions opposed recommendations for
legislation customarily proposed by
the defendant at each session of
Congress, which legislation related
to the powers of the office of the

Controller of the Currency and ta
the banking system and currency of
the United States. and on various
occasions said McFadden has car-
ried his opposition to such proposed
| legislation to the flaor of the House,

“The advocacy hy the said Me-
Fadden of the abolition of the
;ofﬁce of Controller, although taken
{up by him wholly without per-
'sonal reference or thought of
the defendant, and although such
'reform has been indorsed and
| approved by many banking asso-
| ciations and bankers and experts
upon such matters, and his opposi-
tion in Congress to measures advo-
cated by the defendant constituted
nning of the vindictive
|enmity and hatred of the defend-
!ant against him and the original
basis of the determination of the de-
fendant to make use of and abuse
his powers over the complainant for
the destruction’ of the said Me-

then

nothing whatsoever to do Fadden*



